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II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

There are no other appeals or interferences known to Appellant, Appellants 
legal representative or assignee which will directly affect or be directly affected by or 
have a bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal. 

III. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-55 are pending in the Application. Claims 1-55 stand rejected. 
Claims 1-55 are appealed. 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

Appellant has not submitted any amendments following receipt of the final 
rejection with a mailing date of June 29, 2005. 

V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

In one embodiment of the present invention, a method for improving a 
selection of a graphic user interface (GUI) icon with a pointing device may comprise 
the step of acquiring data corresponding to a motion of a pointing cursor on a display, 
the motion of the pointing cursor corresponding to a pointing device used to move the 
pointing cursor from a first source position to a first destination position on the 
display. Specification, page 7, line 17 - page 8, line 19; Figure 1, step 103. The 
method may further comprise generating a set of motion vectors corresponding to the 
motion of the pointing cursor from the first source position to the first destination 
position. Specification, page 8, line 15 - page 9, line 2; Figure 1, step 104. The 
method may further comprise storing the set of motion vectors and the first 
destination position referenced to the first source position. Specification, page 9, 
lines 2-3; Figure 1, step 105. 
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In another embodiment of the present invention, a computer program product, 
said computer program product embodied in a machine readable medium, including 
programming for a processor, said computer program comprising a program of 
instructions for performing the program step of acquiring data corresponding to a 
motion of a pointing cursor on a display, the motion of the pointing cursor 
corresponding to a pointing device used to move the pointing cursor from a first 
source position to a first destination position on the display. Specification, page 7, 
line 17 - page 8, line 19; Specification, page 17, line 10 - page 19, line 18; Figure 1, 
step 103; Figure 7, elements 714, 720. The computer program may further comprise 
a program of instructions for performing generating a set of motion vectors 
corresponding to the motion of the pointing cursor from the first source position to 
the first destination position. Specification, page 8, line 15 - page 9, line 2; 
Specification, page 17, line 10 - page 19, line 18; Figure 1, step 104; Figure 7, 
elements 714, 720. The computer program may further comprise a program of 
instructions for performing storing the set of motion vectors and the first destination 
position referenced to the first source position. Specification, page 9, lines 2-3; 
Specification, page 17, line 10 - page 19, line 18; Figure 1, step 105; Figure 7, 
elements 714, 720. 

In another embodiment of the present invention, a data processing system may 

comprise a central processing unit (CPU). Specification, page 17, line 10 - page 18, 

line 20; Figure 7, element 710. The system may further comprise a random access 

memory (RAM). Specification, page 17, line 10 - page 18, line 20; Figure 7, element 

714. The system may further comprise a communications adapter coupled to a 

communication network. Specification, page 17, line 10 - page 18, line 20; Figure 7, 

elements 734, 741. The system may further comprise an I/O adapter. Specification, 

page 17, line 10 - page 18, line 20; Figure 7, element 718. The system may further 

comprise a bus system coupling the CPU to the PROM, the communications adapter, 

the I/O adapter, and the RAM. Specification, page 17, line 10 - page 18, line 20; 
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Figure 7, elements 710, 714, 716, 718, 734. The CPU comprises circuitry for 
acquiring data corresponding to a motion of a pointing cursor on a display, the 
pointing cursor corresponding to a pointing device used to move the pointing cursor 
from a first source position to a first destination position on the display. 
Specification, page 7, line 17 - page 8, line 19; Specification, page 17, line 10 - page 
18, line 20; Figure 1, step 103; Figure 7, element 710. The CPU may further 
comprise circuitry for generating a set of motion vectors corresponding to the motion 
of the pointing cursor from the first source position to the first destination position, 
the motion vectors having a vector source point, a magnitude and direction. 
Specification, page 8, line 15 - page 9, line 2; Specification, page 17, line 10 - page 
18, line 20; Figure 1, step 104; Figure 7, element 710. The CPU may further 
comprise circuitry for storing the set of motion vectors and the first destination 
position referenced to the first source position. Specification, page 9, lines 2-3; 
Specification, page 17, line 10 - page 18, line 20; Figure 1, step 105; Figure 7, 
element 710. 

In another embodiment of the present invention, a method for improving a 
selection of a graphic user interface (GUI) icon with a pointing device may comprise 
the step of predicting, within an application program, a destination point icon by 
comparing a motion vector imparted by a user to a pointing cursor to a previously 
acquired motion vector acquired from the user moving the pointing cursor. 
Specification, page 9, line 10 - page 10, line 20; Figure 2, step 204. 

In another embodiment of the present invention, a computer program product, 
the computer program product embodied in a machine readable medium, including 
programming for a processor, the computer program comprising a program of 
instructions for performing the program step of predicting, within an application 
program, a destination point icon by comparing a motion vector imparted by a user to 
a pointing cursor to a previously acquired motion vector acquired from the user 
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moving the pointing cursor. Specification, page 9, line 10 - page 10, line 20; 
Specification, page 17, line 10 - page 19, line 18; Figure 2, step 204; Figure 7, 
elements 714, 720. 

In another embodiment of the present invention, a data processing system may 
comprise a central processing unit (CPU). Specification, page 17, line 10 - page 18, 
line 20; Figure 7, element 710. The system may further comprise a random access 
memory (RAM). Specification, page 17, line 10 - page 18, line 20; Figure 7, element 
714. The system may further comprise a communications adapter coupled to a 
communication network. Specification, page 17, line 10 - page 18, line 20; Figure 7, 
elements 734, 741. The system may further comprise an I/O adapter. Specification, 
page 17, line 10 - page 18, line 20; Figure 7, element 718. The system may further 
comprise a bus system coupling the CPU to the PROM, the communications adapter, 
the I/O adapter, and the RAM. Specification, page 17, line 10 - page 18, line 20; 
Figure 7, elements 710, 714, 716, 718, 734. The CPU may comprise circuitry 
operable to predict, within an application program, a destination point icon by 
comparing a motion vector imparted by a user to a pointing cursor to a previously 
acquired motion vector acquired from the user moving the pointing cursor. 
Specification, page 9, line 10 - page 10, line 20; Specification, page 17, line 10 - 
page 19, line 18; Figure 2, step 204; Figure 7, element 710. 

VI. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

Claims 1-55 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Robertson et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,598,183) (hereinafter "Robertson"). 
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VII. ARGUMENT 

A. Claims 1-55 are not properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b). 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-55 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Robertson. Paper No. 7, page 2. Appellant respectfully traverses these 
rejections for at least the reasons stated below. 

For a claim to be anticipated under 35 U.S.C. §102, each and every claim 
limitation must be found within the cited prior art reference and arranged as required 
by the claim. M.P.E.R §2131. 

1 Claims L 17 and 33 are not anticipated by Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "generating a 
set of motion vectors corresponding to said motion of said pointing cursor from said 
first source position to said first destination position" as recited in claim 1 and 
similarly in claims 17 and 33. The Examiner cites column 2, lines 44-56 and column 
11, lines 8-51 of Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 
7, page 3. Appellant respectfully traverses and asserts that Robertson instead 
discloses that the system of Robertson adds a correction signal to the cursor control 
signals calculated by the CPU when the cursor is in proximity with a control. 
Robertson further discloses that whenever the cursor is outside of the control region, 
the system does not add any correction signal to the control signals. Robertson 
further discloses that the correction signal is generated in the form of a correction 
vector. Hence, Robertson discloses a correction vector that is generated when the 
cursor is in proximity with a control. This is not same as generating a set of vectors 
corresponding to the motion of the pointing cursor from a source position to a 
destination position. Instead, the correction vector causes the cursor to move toward 
the center point of the control whenever the cursor is within the control region. 
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Thus, Robertson does not disclose all of the limitations of claims 1,17 and 33, and 
thus Robertson does not anticipate claims 1,17 and 33. M.P.E.P. §2131. 

In response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner asserts that 
Robertson inherently discloses the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 6. 
However, the Examiner has not provided a basis in fact and/or technical reasoning to 
support the assertion that Robertson inherently discloses generating a set of motion 
vectors corresponding to the motion of the pointing cursor from a source position to a 
destination position. Ex parte Levy, 17 U.S.P.Q.2d 1461, 1464 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 
1990). The Examiner must provide extrinsic evidence that must make clear that 
Robertson inherently discloses generating a set of motion vectors corresponding to 
the motion of the pointing cursor from a source position to a destination position, and 
that it would be so recognized by persons of ordinary skill. In re Robertson, 169 F.3d 
743, 745 (Fed. Cir. 1999). Inherency, however, may not be established by 
probabilities or possibilities. Id. The mere fact that a certain thing may resolve from 
a given set of circumstances is not sufficient. Id. Therefore, the Examiner must 
support the inherency argument with objective evidence meeting the above 
requirements. Since the Examiner has not provided any such objective evidence, the 
Examiner has not presented a prima facie case of anticipation for rejecting claims 1, 
17 and 33. M.P.E.P. §2131. 

Appellant further asserts that Robertson does not disclose "storing said set of 
motion vectors and said first destination position referenced to said first source 
position" as recited in claim 1 and similarly in claims 17 and 33. The Examiner cites 
column 1, lines 43-57 and column 4, lines 42-67 of Robertson as disclosing the 
above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 3. Appellant respectfully traverses 
and asserts that Robertson instead discloses that a current location storage unit 24 of 
the system contains the cursor control signals, i.e., X and Y coordinates, 
corresponding to the current location of the cursor on the display. Column 4, lines 



RPS920010007US1 



PATENT 



42-45. Robertson further discloses that if the contents of the display are altered, the 
system determines a new location for the cursor relative to the altered display and 
stores the new location in the current location storage area 24. Column 4 5 lines 46-49. 
Hence, Robertson discloses storing the current location of the cursor in terms of its X 
and Y coordinates. This is not the same as storing vectors. Neither do the cited 
passages disclose storing a final destination position but instead discloses storing a 
current location. Furthermore, neither do the cited passages disclose storing a final 
destination position referenced to a source position. Thus, Robertson does not 
disclose all of the limitations of claims 1, 17 and 33, and thus Robertson does not 
anticipate claims 1, 17 and 33. M.P.E.P. §2131. 

In response to Appellants above argument, the Examiner focuses on the 
phrase "a first storage area stores the position data corresponding to a first position of 
the cursor" as recited in column 1, lines 45-47 of Robertson. Paper No. 7, page 6. 
However, the position data refers to the current location of the cursor in terms of its X 
and Y coordinates. For the reasons stated in the previous paragraph, Robertson does 
not disclose all of the limitations of claims 1,17 and 33, and thus Robertson does not 
anticipate claims 1, 17 and 33. M.P.E.P. §2131. 

2. Claims 47, 50 and 53 are not anticipated by Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "predicting, 
within an application program, a destination point icon by comparing a motion vector 
imparted by a user to a pointing cursor to a previously acquired motion vector 
acquired from said user moving said pointing cursor" as recited in claim 47 and 
similarly in claims 50 and 53. The Examiner cites column 9, line 41 - column 10, 
line 5 of Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 
3. Appellant respectfully traverses and asserts that Robertson instead discloses that 
the system stores the current cursor position which is later compared with the current 
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cursor position. The stored cursor position is not a vector but instead an X and Y 
coordinate. Hence, Robertson does not disclose comparing a motion vector imparted 
by a user to a pointing cursor to a previously acquired motion vector acquired from 
the user moving the pointing cursor. Thus, Robertson does not disclose all of the 
limitations of claims 47, 50 and 53, and thus Robertson does not anticipate claims 47, 
50 and 53. M.RE.P. §2131. 

In response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner now cites column 2, 
lines 25-37 of Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, 
page 6. Appellant respectfully traverses and asserts that Robertson instead discloses 
prediction means that predicts the intended user destination by examining cursor 
position data to determine a direction of cursor movement and determines whether the 
direction of cursor movement substantially coincides with a user selectable option, 
with the user selectable option being designated as the intended user destination if the 
direction of cursor movement substantially coincides with the user selectable option. 
Column 2, lines 30-37. Hence, Robertson discloses predicting the intended user 
destination by examining cursor position data. There is no language in the cited 
passage that discloses predicting, within an application program, a destination point 
icon by comparing a motion vector imparted by a user to a pointing cursor to a 
previously acquired motion vector . Neither is there any language in the cited passage 
that discloses predicting, within an application program, a destination point icon by 
comparing a motion vector imparted by a user to a pointing cursor to a previously 
acquired motion vector acquired from the user moving the pointing cursor. Thus, 
Robertson does not disclose all of the limitations of claims 47, 50 and 53, and thus 
Robertson does not anticipate claims 47, 50 and 53. M.RE.P. §2131. 

Further, in response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner cites Figure 
3B and step 108 in Figure 4. Paper No. 7, page 7. Appellant has previously 
addressed these citations. 

9 



RPS920010007US1 



PATENT 



3. Claims 2-16, 18-32, 34-46 are not anticipated by Robertson 
since claims 1,17 and 33 are not anticipated by Robertson. 

Claims 2-16 depend from claim 1 and hence claims 2-16 are not anticipated 
by Robertson for at least the reasons that claim 1 is not anticipated by Robertson. 
Claims 18-32 depend from claim 17 and hence claims 18-32 are not anticipated by 
Robertson for at least the reasons that claim 17 is not anticipated by Robertson. 
Claims 34-46 depend from claim 33 and hence claims 34-46 are not anticipated by 
Robertson for at least the reasons that claim 33 is not anticipated by Robertson. 

4. Claims 48-49, 51-52 and 54-55 are not anticipated by 
Robertson since claims 1, 17 and 33 are not anticipated by 
Robertson. 

Claims 48-49 depend from claim 47 and hence claims 48-49 are not 
anticipated by Robertson for at least the reasons that claim 47 is not anticipated by 
Robertson. Claims 51-52 depend from claim 50 and hence claims 51-52 are not 
anticipated by Robertson for at least the reasons that claim 50 is not anticipated by 
Robertson. Claims 54-55 depend from claim 53 and hence claims 54-55 are not 
anticipated by Robertson for at least the reasons that claim 53 is not anticipated by 
Robertson. 

5. Claims 2, 4, 18, 20, 34 and 35 are not anticipated by 
Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "generating, 

within an application program, a first motion vector for said pointing cursor on said 

display as said pointing cursor moves from a second source position in response to a 

motion of said pointing device" as recited in claim 2 and similarly in claims 4, 1 8 5 20, 

34 and 35. The Examiner cites column 2, lines 44-56 and column 11, lines 8-51 of 

Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 3. 

Appellant respectfully traverses. As stated above, Robertson instead discloses that 

the system of Robertson adds a correction signal to the cursor control signals 
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calculated by the CPU when the cursor is in proximity with a control. Robertson 
further discloses that whenever the cursor is outside of the control region, the system 
does not add any correction signal to the control signals. Robertson further discloses 
that the correction signal is generated in the form of a correction vector. Hence, 
Robertson discloses a correction vector that is generated when the cursor is in 
proximity with a control. This is not same as generating a motion vector for the 
cursor as the cursor moves from a second source position in response to a motion of a 
pointing device. Instead, the correction vector causes the cursor to move toward the 
center point of the control whenever the cursor is within the control region. Thus, 
Robertson does not disclose all of the limitations of claims 2, 4, 18, 20, 34 and 35, 
and thus Robertson does not anticipate claims 2, 4, 18, 20, 34 and 35. M.RE.R 
§2131. 

In response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner asserts that 

Robertson inherently discloses the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 7. 

However, the Examiner has not provided a basis in fact and/or technical reasoning to 

support the assertion that Robertson inherently discloses generating, within an 

application program, a first motion vector for the pointing cursor on the display as the 

pointing cursor moves from a second source position in response to a motion of the 

pointing device. Ex parte Levy, 17U.S.P.Q.2d 1461, 1464 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 

1990). The Examiner must provide extrinsic evidence that must make clear that 

Robertson inherently discloses generating, within an application program, a first 

motion vector for the pointing cursor on the display as the pointing cursor moves 

from a second source position in response to a motion of the pointing device, and that 

it would be so recognized by persons of ordinary skill. In re Robertson, 169 R3d 743, 

745 (Fed. Cir 1999). Inherency, however, may not be established by probabilities or 

possibilities. Id. The mere fact that a certain thing may resolve from a given set of 

circumstances is not sufficient. Id. Therefore, the Examiner must support the 

inherency argument with objective evidence meeting the above requirements. Since 
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the Examiner has not provided any such objective evidence, the Examiner has not 
presented a prima facie case of anticipation for rejecting claims 2, 4, 18, 20, 34 and 
35. M.P.E.P. §2131. 

6. Claims 2, 4, 18, 20, 34 and 35 are not anticipated by 
Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "predicting a 
destination point icon in response to a compare of said second source position to a 
corresponding stored source position or a source position proximate to said second 
source position, wherein said corresponding stored source position which compares to 
said second source position also has stored said first motion vector or a motion vector 
proximate to said first motion vector" as recited in claim 2 and similarly in claims 4, 
18, 20, 34 and 35. The Examiner cites column 9, line 41 - column 10, line 5 of 
Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 3. 
Appellant respectfully traverses and asserts that Robertson instead discloses that the 
system stores the current cursor position which is later compared with the current 
cursor position. The stored cursor position is not a vector but instead an X and Y 
coordinate. Hence, Robertson does not disclose a stored source position that includes 
a motion vector. Thus, Robertson does not disclose all of the limitations of claims 2, 
4, 18, 20, 34 and 35, and thus Robertson does not anticipate claims 2, 4, 18, 20, 34 
and 35. M.P.E.R §2131. 

In response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner now cites column 2, 
lines 25-37 of Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, 
page 7. Appellant respectfully traverses and asserts that Robertson instead discloses 
prediction means that predicts the intended user destination by examining cursor 
position data to determine a direction of cursor movement and determines whether the 
direction of cursor movement substantially coincides with a user selectable option, 
with the user selectable option being designated as the intended user destination if the 
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direction of cursor movement substantially coincides with the user selectable option. 
Column 2, lines 30-37. Hence, Robertson discloses predicting the intended user 
destination by examining cursor position data. There is no language in the cited 
passage that discloses predicting a destination point icon in response to a compare of 
the second source position to a corresponding stored source position or a source 
position proximate to the second source position, where the corresponding stored 
source position which compares to the second source position also has stored the first 
motion vector or a motion vector proximate to the first motion vector . Thus, 
Robertson does not disclose all of the limitations of claims 2, 4, 18, 20, 34 and 35, 
and thus Robertson does not anticipate claims 2, 4, 18, 20, 34 and 35. M.RE.P. 
§2131. 

Further, in response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner cites Figure 
3B and step 108 in Figure 4. Paper No. 7, page 8. Appellant has previously 
addressed these citations. 

7. Claims 2, 18, 34, 48, 51 and 54 are not anticipated by 
Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "highlighting 
said destination point icon" as recited in claim 2 and similarly in claims 18, 34, 48, 51 
and 54. The Examiner cites column 11, lines 8-28 of Robertson as disclosing the 
above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 3. Appellant respectfully traverses 
As stated above, Robertson instead discloses that the system of Robertson adds a 
correction signal to the cursor control signals calculated by the CPU when the cursor 
is in proximity with a control. Robertson further discloses that whenever the cursor is 
outside of the control region, the system does not add any correction signal to the 
control signals. Robertson further discloses that the correction signal is generated in 
the form of a correction vector. Hence, Robertson discloses a correction vector that is 
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generated when the cursor is in proximity with a control. There is no language in the 
cited passage that discloses highlighting a destination point icon. Thus, Robertson 
does not disclose all of the limitations of claims 2, 18, 34, 48, 51 and 54, and thus 
Robertson does not anticipate claims 2, 18, 34, 48, 51 and 54. M.P.E.P. §2131. 

In response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner now cites Figure 3B 
and column 8, lines 20-35 of Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. 
Paper No. 7, page 8. Appellant respectfully traverses. Robertson instead discloses 
that the computer will close the dialog box 40, which returns the display 16 to the 
display shown in FIG 3 A with the cursor 30 being repositioned over the FILE button 
32. Column 8, lines 19-21. Robertson further discloses that this occurs because the 
system 10 uses the data stored in the return location storage area 26 to reposition the 
cursor 30 to the location that it was at when the display 16 had the appearance shown 
in FIG 3A. Column 8, lines 22-25. Robertson further discloses that the operation of 
the system 10 when closing a window is illustrated in the flowchart of FIG 2B. 
Column 8, lines 26-27. Robertson further discloses that the system 10 starts at step 
78 with the deactivation of the current window. Column 8, lines 27-28. Robertson 
further discloses that the deactivation may occur automatically as a result of the user 
selecting an option, such as selecting the YES button 42 in FIG 3D, or may occur as 
the result of the user manually closing a window in a manner well known to those 
skilled in the art. Column 8, lines 30-34. There is no language in the cited passage 
that refers to highlighting a destination point icon . Thus, Robertson does not disclose 
all of the limitations of claims 2, 18, 34, 48, 51 and 54, and thus Robertson does not 
anticipate claims 2, 18, 34, 48, 51 and 54. M.P.E.P. §2131. 

8. Claims 3. 5, 19, and 21 are not anticipated by Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "repeating said 
steps (a) through (c) until said highlighted destination point icon is actuated by a user 
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of said pointing device" as recited in claim 3 and similarly in claims 5, 19, and 21. 
The Examiner cites column 11, lines 8-28 of Robertson as disclosing the above-cited 
claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 3. Appellant respectfully traverses and asserts 
that Robertson instead discloses that the system of Robertson adds a correction signal 
to the cursor control signals calculated by the CPU when the cursor is in proximity 
with a control. Robertson further discloses that whenever the cursor is outside of the 
control region, the system does not add any correction signal to the control signals. 
Robertson further discloses that the correction signal is generated in the form of a 
correction vector. Hence, Robertson discloses a correction vector that is generated 
when the cursor is in proximity with a control. As stated above, there is no language 
in the cited passage that discloses highlighting a destination point icon. Neither is 
there any language in the cited passage that discloses performing steps (a) through 
(c). Neither is there any language in the cited passage that discloses repeating steps 
(a) through (c) until the highlighted destination point icon is actuated by a user of a 
pointing device. Thus, Robertson does not disclose all of the limitations of claims 3, 
5, 19 and 21, and thus Robertson does not anticipate claims 3, 5, 19 and 21. M.P.E.P. 
§2131. 

9. Claims 4, 20 and 35 are not anticipated by Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "modifying a 
motion of said pointing cursor to more nearly follow ideal motion vectors from said 
first source position to said destination point icon" as recited in claim 4 and similarly 
in claims 20 and 35. The Examiner cites column 8, line 67 - column 9, line 13 of 
Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 4. 
Appellant respectfully traverses and asserts that Robertson instead discloses that that 
the system predicts the intended location and automatically repositions the cursor at 
the predicted intended location. There is no language in the cited passage that 
discloses modifying a motion of a pointing cursor to more nearly follow ideal motion 
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vectors. Neither is there any language in the cited passage that discloses modifying a 
motion of a pointing cursor to more nearly follow ideal motion vectors from a source 
position to a destination point icon. Instead, Robertson simply discloses repositioning 
the cursor at the predicted intended location. Thus, Robertson does not disclose all 
of the limitations of claims 4, 20 and 35, and thus Robertson does not anticipate 
claims 4, 20 and 35. M.RE.P. §2131. 

In response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner now cites column 2, 
lines 37-44 of Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, 
page 8. Appellant respectfully traverses and asserts that Robertson instead discloses 
that the system alters the sensitivity of the cursor control device when the cursor is in 
proximity with a control so that the cursor moves less distance for a given unit of 
movement of the cursor control device than when the cursor is not in proximity with a 
control. Column 8, lines 37-43. Robertson further discloses that this advantageously 
permits the user to more easily position the cursor on the control. Column 8, lines 43- 
44. Hence, Robertson discloses altering the sensitivity of the cursor control device, 
e.g., mouse, when the cursor is in proximity with a control, e.g., element 150 in 
Figure 6 of Robertson. Altering the sensitivity of the cursor control device refers to 
altering the amount of movement of the cursor for a given unit of movement of the 
cursor control device (see column 4, lines 25-30 of Robertson). There is no language 
in the cited passage that discloses modifying a motion of a pointing cursor to more 
nearly follow ideal motion vectors. Neither is there any language in the cited passage 
that discloses modifying a motion of a pointing cursor to more nearly follow ideal 
motion vectors from the first source position to the destination point icon. Thus, 
Robertson does not disclose all of the limitations of claims 4, 20 and 35, and thus 
Robertson does not anticipate claims 4, 20 and 35. M.RE.P. §2131. 
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10. Claims 9, 25 and 39 are not anticipated by Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "wherein 
another of said motion vectors is generated each time said motion starts from a 
motion stop" as recited in claim 9 and similarly in claims 25 and 39. The Examiner 
cites column 10, line 55 - column 11, line 8 of Robertson as disclosing the above- 
cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 4. Appellant respectfully traverses and 
asserts that Robertson instead discloses that the system determines whether the 
current position of the cursor still coincides with the position of a control on the 
display. Robertson further discloses that if the current cursor position does coincide 
with the position of a control on the display, the system maintains the sensitivity 
values at the decreased level. Robertson further discloses that otherwise the cursor 
sensitivity values return to their initial values. There is no language in the cited 
passage that discloses generating a motion vector. Neither is there any language in 
the cited passage that discloses generating a motion vector each time the motion 
starts. Neither is there any language in the cited passage that discloses generating a 
motion vector each time the motion starts from a motion stop. Thus, Robertson does 
not disclose all of the limitations of claims 9, 25 and 39, and thus Robertson does not 
anticipate claims 9, 25 and 39. M.P.E.P. §2131. 

In response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner asserts that 
Robertson discloses the above-cited claim limitation without providing any evidence 
to support the Examiner's statement. Paper No. 7, page 9. The Examiner must 
provide evidence that Robertson expressly or inherently describes the above-cited 
claim limitation in order to establish a prima facie case of anticipation. M.P.E.P. 
§2131. Since the Examiner has not provided such evidence, the Examiner has not 
established a prima facie case of anticipation in rejecting claims 9, 25 and 39. 
M.P.E.P. §2131. 
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11. Claims 10, 26 and 40 are not anticipated by Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "wherein said 
motion vector comprises parameters defining a pointing cursor average velocity, 
starting position, stopping position, and motion direction" as recited in claim 10 and 
similarly in claims 26 and 40. The Examiner cites column 8, lines 18-50 of 
Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 5, page 4. 
Appellant respectfully traverses and asserts that Robertson instead discloses that if the 
window ID is on the list of stored window IDs, then the system positions the cursor to 
the return location associated with the particular window ID. Robertson further 
discloses that otherwise, the system does not reposition the cursor. There is no 
language in the cited passage that discloses a motion vector. Neither is there any 
language in the cited passage that discloses the parameters of a motion vector. Thus, 
Robertson does not disclose all of the limitations of claims 10, 26 and 40, and thus 
Robertson does not anticipate claims 10, 26 and 40. M.P.E.P. §2131. 

In response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner asserts that 

Robertson inherently discloses the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 9. 

However, the Examiner has not provided a basis in fact and/or technical reasoning to 

support the assertion that Robertson inherently discloses a motion vector that 

comprises parameters defining a pointing cursor average velocity, starting position, 

stopping position, and motion direction. Ex parte Levy, 17U.S.P.Q.2d 1461, 1464 

(Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1990). The Examiner must provide extrinsic evidence that 

must make clear that Robertson inherently discloses a motion vector that comprises 

parameters defining a pointing cursor average velocity, starting position, stopping 

position, and motion direction, and that it would be so recognized by persons of 

ordinary skill. In re Robertson, 169 F.3d 743, 745 (Fed. Cir. 1999). Inherency, 

however, may not be established by probabilities or possibilities. Id. The mere fact 

that a certain thing may resolve from a given set of circumstances is not sufficient. 
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Id, Therefore, the Examiner must support the inherency argument with objective 
evidence meeting the above requirements. Since the Examiner has not provided any 
such objective evidence, the Examiner has not presented a prima facie case of 
anticipation for rejecting claims 10, 26 and 40. M.P.E.P. §2131. 

Further, in response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner asks how 
can the system generate the motion vector without these parameters. Paper No. 7, 
page 9. The Examiner though has not first established that Robertson discloses 
generating a motion vector. Secondly, a motion vector may be defined without the 
use of average velocity, starting position, stopping position, and motion direction. 
For example, acceleration, current velocity, etc. may be other parameters 

12. Claims 1 L 27 and 41 are not anticipated by Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "wherein said 
set of motion vectors are stored in response to actuation said destination point icon" 
as recited in claim 11 and similarly in claims 27 and 41. The Examiner cites column 
11, lines 8-28 of Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 
7, page 3. Appellant respectfully traverses As stated above, Robertson instead 
discloses that the system of Robertson adds a correction signal to the cursor control 
signals calculated by the CPU when the cursor is in proximity with a control. 
Robertson further discloses that whenever the cursor is outside of the control region, 
the system does not add any correction signal to the control signals. Robertson 
further discloses that the correction signal is generated in the form of a correction 
vector. Hence, Robertson discloses a correction vector that is generated when the 
cursor is in proximity with a control. There is no language in the cited passage that 
discloses a set of motion vectors. Neither is there any language in the cited passage 
that discloses storing a set of motion vectors in response to an actuation of a 
destination point icon. Thus, Robertson does not disclose all of the limitations of 
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claims 11, 27 and 41 5 and thus Robertson does not anticipate claims 11, 27 and 41. 
M.RE.P. §2131. 

In response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner cites column 1 , lines 
45-65 of Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 
9. Appellant respectfully traverses and asserts that Robertson instead discloses a first 
storage area that stores the position data corresponding to a first position of the cursor 
and a first screen display on the computer display. Column 1, lines 45-48. There is 
no language in the cited passage that discloses a set of motion vectors. Neither is 
there any language in the cited passage that discloses storing a set of motion vectors 
in response to an actuation of a destination point icon. Thus, Robertson does not 
disclose all of the limitations of claims 11, 27 and 41, and thus Robertson does not 
anticipate claims 11, 27 and 41. M.RE.P. §2131. 

13. Claims 12, 28 and 42 are not anticipated by Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "wherein said 
set of motion vectors are associated with said first source position and source 
positions proximate to said first source position, and said first destination position and 
destination positions proximate to said first destination position 11 as recited in claim 
12 and similarly in claims 28 and 42. The Examiner cites column 6, lines 24-60 of 
Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 4. 
Appellant respectfully traverses and asserts that Robertson instead discloses that 
system alters the screen display in response to the user selection or activation of a 
new window. There is no language in the cited passage that discloses a set of motion 
vectors. Neither is there any language in the cited passage that discloses a set of 
motion vectors associated with a first source position and source positions proximate 
to the first source position. Neither is there any language in the cited passage that 
discloses a set of motion vectors associated with a first destination position and 
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destination positions proximate to the first destination position. Thus, Robertson does 
not disclose all of the limitations of claims 12, 28 and 42, and thus Robertson does 
not anticipate claims 12, 28 and 42. M.RE.P. §2131. 

In response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner asserts that 
Robertson inherently discloses the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 
10. However, the Examiner has not provided a basis in fact and/or technical 
reasoning to support the assertion that Robertson inherently discloses a set of motion 
vectors that are associated with the first source position and source positions 
proximate to the first source position, and the first destination position and destination 
positions proximate to the first destination position. Ex parte Levy, 17U.S.P.Q.2d 
1461, 1464 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1990). The Examiner must provide extrinsic 
evidence that must make clear that Robertson inherently discloses a set of motion 
vectors that are associated with the first source position and source positions 
proximate to the first source position, and the first destination position and destination 
positions proximate to the first destination position, and that it would be so 
recognized by persons of ordinary skill. In re Robertson, 169 F.3d 743, 745 (Fed. Cir. 
1999). Inherency, however, may not be established by probabilities or possibilities. 
Id. The mere fact that a certain thing may resolve from a given set of circumstances 
is not sufficient. Id. Therefore, the Examiner must support the inherency argument 
with objective evidence meeting the above requirements. Since the Examiner has not 
provided any such objective evidence, the Examiner has not presented a prima facie 
case of anticipation for rejecting claims 12, 28 and 42. M.RE.P. §2131. 

14. Claims 13, 29 and 43 are not anticipated by Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "wherein said 
second source position corresponds to a position of a source point icon" as recited in 
claim 13 and similarly in claims 29 and 43. The Examiner cites column 5, lines 8-55 

21 



RPS920010007US1 



PATENT 



of Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 5. 
Appellant respectfully traverses and asserts that Robertson instead discloses a list of 
possible cursor locations for the new screen display. There is no language in the cited 
passage that discloses a second source position that corresponds to a position of a 
source point icon. Thus, Robertson does not disclose all of the limitations of claims 
13, 29 and 43, and thus Robertson does not anticipate claims 13, 29 and 43. M.P.E.P. 
§2131. 

15. Claims 14, 30 and 44 are not anticipated by Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "wherein said 
pointing cursor locks to said destination point icon until said destination point icon is 
actuated by a user" as recited in claim 14 and similarly in claims 30 and 44. The 
Examiner cites column 11, lines 8-28 of Robertson as disclosing the above-cited 
claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 3. Appellant respectfully traverses As stated 
above, Robertson instead discloses that the system of Robertson adds a correction 
signal to the cursor control signals calculated by the CPU when the cursor is in 
proximity with a control. Robertson further discloses that whenever the cursor is 
outside of the control region, the system does not add any correction signal to the 
control signals. Robertson further discloses that the correction signal is generated in 
the form of a correction vector. Hence, Robertson discloses a correction vector that is 
generated when the cursor is in proximity with a control. There is no language in the 
cited passage that discloses locking the pointing cursor to the destination point icon 
until the destination point icon is actuated by a user. Thus, Robertson does not 
disclose all of the limitations of claims 14, 30 and 44, and thus Robertson does not 
anticipate claims 14, 30 and 44. M.P.E.P. §2131. 

In response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner cites column 2, lines 
25-36 of Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 
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10. Appellant respectfully traverses and asserts that Robertson instead discloses 
prediction means that predicts the intended user destination by examining cursor 
position data to determine a direction of cursor movement and determines whether the 
direction of cursor movement substantially coincides with a user selectable option, 
with the user selectable option being designated as the intended user destination if the 
direction of cursor movement substantially coincides with the user selectable option. 
Column 2, lines 30-37. Hence, Robertson discloses predicting the intended user 
destination by examining cursor position data. There is no language in the cited 
passage that discloses a pointing cursor locking to a destination point icon until the 
destination point icon is actuated by a user. Thus, Robertson does not disclose all of 
the limitations of claims 14, 30 and 44, and thus Robertson does not anticipate claims 
14, 30 and 44. M.RE.R §2131. 

16. Claims 15, 31 and 45 are not anticipated by Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "wherein said 
pointing cursor locks to said destination point icon until a motion vector indicates a 
more likely destination point icon" as recited in claim 15 and similarly in claims 31 
and 45. The Examiner cites column 5, lines 8-55 of Robertson as disclosing the 
above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 5. Appellant respectfully traverses 
and asserts that Robertson instead discloses a list of possible cursor locations for the 
new screen display. There is no language in the cited passage regarding a motion 
vector. Neither is there any language in the cited passage that discloses a pointing 
cursor locking to a destination point icon until a motion vector indicates a more likely 
destination point icon. Thus, Robertson does not disclose all of the limitations of 
claims 15, 31 and 45, and thus Robertson does not anticipate claims 15, 31 and 45. 
M.RE.P. §2131. 

In response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner cites column 2, lines 

25-36 of Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 
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10. Appellant respectfully traverses and asserts that Robertson instead discloses 
prediction means that predicts the intended user destination by examining cursor 
position data to determine a direction of cursor movement and determines whether the 
direction of cursor movement substantially coincides with a user selectable option, 
with the user selectable option being designated as the intended user destination if the 
direction of cursor movement substantially coincides with the user selectable option. 
Column 2, lines 30-37. Hence, Robertson discloses predicting the intended user 
destination by examining cursor position data. There is no language in the cited 
passage that discloses a pointing cursor locking to a destination point icon until the 
destination point icon until a motion vector indicates a more likely destination point 
icon. Thus, Robertson does not disclose all of the limitations of claims 15, 31 and 45, 
and thus Robertson does not anticipate claims 15, 31 and 45. M.RE.P. §2131. 

17. Claims 16, 32 and 46 are not anticipated by Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "wherein said 
motion of said pointing cursor proceeds from said first source position to said 
destination point icon corresponding to an ideal motion vector, said ideal motion 
vector motion changed only if a new destination point icon is determined" as recited 
in claim 16 and similarly in claims 32 and 46. The Examiner cites column 8, line 67 
- column 9, line 13 of Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. 
Paper No. 7, page 5. Appellant respectfully traverses As stated above, Robertson 
instead discloses that that the system predicts the intended location and automatically 
repositions the cursor at the predicted intended location. There is no language in the 
cited passage that discloses motion vectors. Neither is there any language in the cited 
passage that discloses that the motion of the pointing cursor proceeds from a first 
source position to a destination point icon corresponding to an ideal motion vector. 
Neither is there any language in the cited passage that discloses that the motion of the 
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pointing cursor proceeds from a first source position to a destination point icon 
corresponding to an ideal motion vector, where the ideal motion vector motion is 
changed only if a new destination point icon is determined. Thus, Robertson does not 
disclose all of the limitations of claims 16, 32 and 46, and thus Robertson does not 
anticipate claims 16, 32 and 46. M.P.E.P. §2131. 

In response to Appellant's above argument, the Examiner asserts that 
Robertson inherently discloses the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 
11. However, the Examiner has not provided a basis in fact and/or technical 
reasoning to support the assertion that Robertson inherently discloses that a motion of 
a pointing cursor proceeds from the first source position to the destination point icon 
corresponding to an ideal motion vector, where the ideal motion vector motion 
changed only if a new destination point icon is determined. Ex parte Levy, 
17 U.S.P.Q.2d 1461, 1464 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1990). The Examiner must provide 
extrinsic evidence that must make clear that Robertson inherently discloses that a 
motion of a pointing cursor proceeds from the first source position to the destination 
point icon corresponding to an ideal motion vector, where the ideal motion vector 
motion changed only if a new destination point icon is determine, and that it would be 
so recognized by persons of ordinary skill. In re Robertson, 169 F.3d 743, 745 (Fed. 
Cir. 1999). Inherency, however, may not be established by probabilities or 
possibilities. Id. The mere fact that a certain thing may resolve from a given set of 
circumstances is not sufficient. Id. Therefore, the Examiner must support the 
inherency argument with objective evidence meeting the above requirements. Since 
the Examiner has not provided any such objective evidence, the Examiner has not 
presented a prima facie case of anticipation for rejecting claims 16, 32 and 46. 
M.P.E.P. §2131. 

Further, the Examiner cites column 1, line 45 - column 2, line 55 of 

Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 11. 
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Appellant respectfully traverses. There is no language in the cited passage that 
discloses motion vectors. Neither is there any language in the cited passage that 
discloses that the motion of the pointing cursor proceeds from a first source position 
to a destination point icon corresponding to an ideal motion vector. Neither is there 
any language in the cited passage that discloses that the motion of the pointing cursor 
proceeds from a first source position to a destination point icon corresponding to an 
ideal motion vector, where the ideal motion vector motion is changed only if a new 
destination point icon is determined. Thus, Robertson does not disclose all of the 
limitations of claims 16, 32 and 46, and thus Robertson does not anticipate claims 16, 
32 and 46. M.RE.P. §2131. 

18. Claim 49 is not anticipated by Robertson. 

Appellant respectfully asserts that Robertson does not disclose "modifying a 
motion of said pointing cursor as a user moves a pointing device corresponding to 
said pointing cursor in an attempt to move said pointing cursor from a source point 
icon to said predicted destination point icon" as recited in claim 49 and similarly in 
claims 52 and 55. The Examiner cites column 8, line 67 - column 9, line 13 of 
Robertson as disclosing the above-cited claim limitation. Paper No. 7, page 4. 
Appellant respectfully traverses As stated above, Robertson instead discloses that 
that the system predicts the intended location and automatically repositions the cursor 
at the predicted intended location. There is no language in the cited passage that 
discloses modifying a motion of a pointing cursor as a user moves a pointing device. 
Neither is there any language that discloses modifying a motion of a pointing cursor 
as a user moves a pointing device corresponding to the pointing cursor in an attempt 
to move the pointing cursor from a source point icon to the predicted destination point 
icon. Thus, Robertson does not disclose all of the limitations of claims 49, 52 and 55, 
and thus Robertson does not anticipate claims 49, 52 and 55. M.RE.P. §2131 . 



26 



RPS920010007US1 PATENT 



VIII. CONCLUSION 

For the reasons noted above, the rejections of claims 1-55 are in error. 
Appellant respectfully requests reversal of the rejections and allowance of claims 1- 
55. 

Respectfully submitted, 
WINSTEAD SECHREST & MINICK P.C. 
Attorneys for , 



P.O. Box 50784 
Dallas, Texas 75201 
(512) 370-2832 




Robert A. Voigt,/fr. 
Reg. No. 47,15* 
Kelly K. Kordzik 
Reg. No. 36,571 
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CLAIMS APPENDIX 

1 . A method for improving a selection of a graphic user interface (GUI) icon 
with a pointing device, comprising the steps of: 

acquiring data corresponding to a motion of a pointing cursor on a display, 
said motion of said pointing cursor corresponding to a pointing device used to move 
said pointing cursor from a first source position to a first destination position on said 
display; 

generating a set of motion vectors corresponding to said motion of said 
pointing cursor from said first source position to said first destination position; and 

storing said set of motion vectors and said first destination position referenced 
to said first source position. 

2. The method of claim 1 further comprising the steps of: 

(a) generating, within an application program, a first motion vector for said 
pointing cursor on said display as said pointing cursor moves from a second source 
position in response to a motion of said pointing device; 

(b) predicting a destination point icon in response to a compare of said second 
source position to a corresponding stored source position or a source position 
proximate to said second source position, wherein said corresponding stored source 
position which compares to said second source position also has stored said first 
motion vector or a motion vector proximate to said first motion vector; and 

(c) highlighting said destination point icon. 

3. The method of claim 2, further comprising the step of: 

repeating said steps (a) through (c) until said highlighted destination point 
icon is actuated by a user of said pointing device. 

4. The method of claim 1, further comprising the steps of: 

(a) generating, within an application program, a first motion vector for said 
pointing cursor on said display as said pointing cursor moves from a second source 
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position in response to a motion of said pointing device; 

(b) predicting a destination point icon in response to a compare of said second 
source position to a corresponding stored source position or a source position 
proximate to said second source position, wherein said corresponding stored source 
position which compares to said second source position also has stored said first 
motion vector or a motion vector proximate to said first motion vector; and 

(c) modifying a motion of said pointing cursor to more nearly follow ideal 
motion vectors from said first source position to said destination point icon. 

5. The method of claim 4, further comprising the step of: 

repeating said steps (a) through (c) until said predicted destination point icon 
is actuated by a user of said pointing device. 

6. The method of claim 1, wherein said display corresponds to a graphic user 
interface (GUI). 

7. The method of claim 1, wherein said first source position is a position of a 
predetermined source point icon. 

8. The method of claim 1, wherein said first destination position is a position of 
a predetermined destination point icon. 

9. The method of claim 1, wherein another of said motion vectors is generated 
each time said motion starts from a motion stop. 

10. The method of claim 1, wherein said motion vector comprises parameters 
defining a pointing cursor average velocity starting position, stopping position, and 
motion direction. 

11. The method of claim 2, wherein said set of motion vectors are stored in 
response to actuating said destination point icon. 

12. The method of claim 1, wherein said set of motion vectors are associated with 
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said first source position and source positions proximate to said first source position, 
and said first destination position and destination positions proximate to said first 
destination position. 

13. The method of claim 2, wherein said second source position corresponds to a 
position of a source point icon. 

14. The method of claim 2, wherein said pointing cursor locks to said destination 
point icon until said destination point icon is actuated by a user. 

15. The method of claim 2, wherein said pointing cursor locks to said destination 
point icon until a motion vector indicates a more likely destination point icon. 

16. The method of claim 3, wherein said motion of said pointing cursor proceeds 
from said first source position to said destination point icon corresponding to an ideal 
motion vector, said ideal motion vector motion changed only if a new destination 
point icon is determined. 

17. A computer program product, said computer program product embodied in a 
machine readable medium, including programming for a processor, said computer 
program comprising a program of instructions for performing the program steps of: 

acquiring data corresponding to a motion of a pointing cursor on a display, 
said motion of said pointing cursor corresponding to a pointing device used to move 
said pointing cursor from a first source position to a first destination position on said 
display; 

generating a set of motion vectors corresponding to said motion of said 
pointing cursor from said first source position to said first destination position; and 

storing said set of motion vectors and said first destination position referenced 
to said first source position. 

1 8. The computer program product of claim 1 7 further comprising the steps of: 
(a) generating, within an application program, a first motion vector for said 



30 



CA920030039US1 



PATENT 



pointing cursor on said display as said pointing cursor moves from a second source 
position in response to a motion of said pointing device; 

(b) predicting a destination point icon in response to a compare of said second 
source position to a corresponding stored source position or a source position 
proximate to said second source position, wherein said corresponding stored source 
position which compares to said second source position also has stored said first 
motion vector or a motion vector proximate to said first motion vector; and 

(c) highlighting said destination point icon; 

19. The computer program product of claim 1 8, further comprising the step of: 
repeating said steps (a) through (c) until said highlighted destination point 

icon is actuated by a user of said pointing device. 

20. The computer program product of claim 1 7, further comprising the steps of: 

(a) generating, within an application program, a first motion vector for said 
pointing cursor on said display as said pointing cursor moves from a second source 
position in response to a motion of said pointing device; 

(b) predicting a destination point icon in response to a compare of said second 
source position to a corresponding stored source position or a source position 
proximate to said second source position, wherein said corresponding stored source 
position which compares to said second source position also has stored said first 
motion vector or a motion vector proximate to said first motion vector; and 

(c) modifying a motion of said pointing cursor to more nearly follow ideal 
motion vectors from said first source position to said destination point icon. 

21 . The computer program product of claim 20, further comprising the step of: 

repeating said steps (a) through (c) until said predicted destination point icon 
is actuated by a user of said pointing device. 

22. The computer program product of claim 17, wherein said display corresponds 
to a graphic user interface (GUI). 
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23. The computer program product of claim 17, wherein said first source position 
is a position of a predetermined source point icon. 

24. The computer program product of claim 17, wherein said first destination 
position is a position of a predetermined destination point icon. 

25. The computer program product of claim 17, wherein another of said motion 
vectors is generated each time said motion starts from a motion stop. 

26. The computer program product of claim 17, wherein said motion vector 
comprises parameters defining a pointing cursor average velocity, starting position, 
stopping position, and motion direction. 

27. The computer program product of claim 18, wherein said set of motion 
vectors are stored in response to actuating said predetermined destination point icon. 

28. The computer program product of claim 17, wherein said set of motion 
vectors are associated with said first source position and source positions proximate 
to said first source position, and said first destination position and destination 
positions proximate to said first destination position. 

29. The computer program product of claim 18, wherein said second source 
position corresponds to a position of a source point icon. 

30. The computer program product of claim 18, wherein said pointing cursor 
locks to said destination point icon until said destination point icon is actuated by a 
user. 

31. The computer program product of claim 18, wherein said pointing cursor 
locks to said destination point icon until a motion vector indicates a more likely 
destination point icon. 

32. The computer program product of claim 19, wherein said motion of said 
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pointing cursor proceeds from said first source position to said destination point icon 
corresponding to an ideal motion vector, said ideal motion vector motion changed 
only if a new destination point icon is determined. 

33. A data processing system comprising: 
a central processing unit (CPU); 

a random access memory (RAM); 

a communications adapter coupled to a communication network; 
an I/O adapter 

a bus system coupling said CPU to said PROM, said communications adapter, 
said I/O adapter, and said RAM, wherein said CPU comprises: 

circuitry for acquiring data corresponding to a motion of a pointing 
cursor on a display, said pointing cursor corresponding to a pointing device used to 
move said pointing cursor from a first source position to a first destination position on 
said display; 

circuitry for generating a set of motion vectors corresponding to said 
motion of said pointing cursor from said first source position to said first destination 
position, said motion vectors having a vector source point, a magnitude and direction; 
and 

circuitry for storing said set of motion vectors and said first destination 
position referenced to said first source position. 

34. The data processing system of claim 33, further comprising: 

circuitry for generating, within an application program, a first motion vector 
for said pointing cursor on said display as said pointing cursor moves from a second 
source position in response to a motion of said pointing device; 

circuitry for predicting a destination point icon in response to a compare of 
said second source position with a corresponding stored source position or a stored 
proximate source position having a stored corresponding said first motion vector or a 
proximate motion vector; and 
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circuitry for highlighting said destination point icon. 

35. The data processing system of claim 33, further comprising: 

circuitry for generating, within an application program, a first motion vector 
for said pointing cursor on said display as said pointing cursor moves from a second 
source position in response to a motion of said pointing device; 

circuitry for predicting a destination point icon in response to a compare of 
said second source position with a corresponding stored source position or a stored 
proximate source position having a stored corresponding said first motion vector or a 
proximate motion vector; and 

circuitry for modifying a motion of said pointing cursor to follow ideal motion 
vectors from said first source position to said destination point icon. 

36. The data processing system of claim 33, wherein said display corresponds to a 
graphic user interface (GUI). 

37. The data processing system of claim 33, wherein said first source position is a 
position of a predetermined source point icon. 

38. The data processing system of claim 33, wherein said first destination position 
is a position of a predetermined destination point icon. 

39. The data processing system of claim 33, wherein another of said motion 
vectors is generated each time said motion starts from a motion stop. 

40. The data processing system of claim 33, wherein said motion vector 
comprises parameters defining a pointing cursor average velocity, starting position, 
stopping position, and motion direction. 

41. The data processing system of claim 34, wherein said set of motion vectors 
are stored in response to actuating said destination point icon. 

42. The data processing system of claim 33, wherein said set of motion vectors 
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are associated with said first source position and source positions proximate to said 
first source position, and said first destination position and destination positions 
proximate to said first destination position. 

43. The data processing system of claim 34, wherein said second source position 
corresponds to a position of a source point icon. 

44. The data processing system of claim 34, wherein said pointing cursor locks to 
said destination point icon until said destination point icon is actuated by a user. 

45. The data processing system of claim 34, wherein said pointing cursor locks to 
said destination point icon until a motion vector indicates a more likely destination 
point icon. 

46. The data processing system of claim 35, wherein said motion of said pointing 
device proceeds from said first source position to said destination point icon 
corresponding to an ideal motion vector, said ideal motion vector motion changed 
only if a new destination point icon is determined.. 

47. A method for improving a selection of a graphic user interface (GUI) icon 
with a pointing device, comprising the step of: 

predicting, within an application program, a destination point icon by 
comparing a motion vector imparted by a user to a pointing cursor to a previously 
acquired motion vector acquired from said user moving said pointing cursor. 

48. The method of claim 47, further comprising the step of: 

highlighting said destination point icon in response to said prediction step 
until said predicted destination point icon is actuated by said user 

49. The method of claim 47, further comprising the step of: 

modifying a motion of said pointing cursor as a user moves a pointing device 
corresponding to said pointing cursor in an attempt to move said pointing cursor from 
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a source point icon to said predicted destination point icon. 

50. A computer program product, said computer program product embodied in a 
machine readable medium, including programming for a processor, said computer 
program comprising a program of instructions for performing the program step of: 

predicting, within an application program, a destination point icon by 
comparing a motion vector imparted by a user to a pointing cursor to a previously 
acquired motion vector acquired from said user moving said pointing cursor. 

5 1 . The computer program product of claim 50, further comprising the step of: 
highlighting said destination point icon in response to said prediction step 

until said predicted destination point icon is actuated by said user 

52. The computer program product of claim 50, further comprising the step of: 
modifying a motion of said pointing cursor as a user moves a pointing device 

corresponding to said pointing cursor in an attempt to move said pointing cursor from 
a source point icon to said predicted destination point icon. 

53. A data processing system comprising: 
a central processing unit (CPU); 

a random access memory (RAM); 

a communications adapter coupled to a communication network; 
an I/O adapter; 

a bus system coupling said CPU to said PROM, said communications adapter, 
said I/O adapter, and said RAM, wherein said CPU comprises: 

circuitry operable to predict, within an application program, a 
destination point icon by comparing a motion vector imparted by a user to a pointing 
cursor to a previously acquired motion vector acquired from said user moving said 
pointing cursor. 

54. The data processing system of claim 53, further comprising: 
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circuitry operable to highlight said predicted destination point icon until said 
predicted destination point icon is actuated by said user 

55. The data processing system of claim 53, further comprising: 

circuitry operable to modify a motion of said pointing cursor as a user moves 
a pointing device corresponding to said pointing cursor in an attempt to move said 
pointing cursor from a source point icon to said predicted destination point icon. 
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EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

No evidence was submitted pursuant to §§1.130, 1.131, or 1.132 of 37 C.F.R. 
or of any other evidence entered by the Examiner and relied upon by Appellant in the 
Appeal. 
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RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

There are no related proceedings to the current proceeding. 
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